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THE KARAITE LITERARY OPPONENTS OF 
SAADIAH GAON IN THE ELEVENTH 
CENTURY. 

15^. Levi b. Jefet ha-Levi, a son of the famous Bible 
exegete, is also designated "the teacher (ai'yDi'N) 'Abii Said^." 
The name Abu H^shim, on the other hand, is based on 
a confusion with a Mahommedan philosopher of the same 
name, whose father was also called Abu 'Ali [al-Jubbai]. 
Levi has composed in Arabic commentaries on the Bible, 
which, unlike those of his father, were merely short 
glosses, and hence bear the name AM. There remains 
of them a part on Genesis (MS. at St. Petersburg), but 
Levi's authorship is doubtful (see Z. A. T. W., I, 158); and 
the British Museum possesses fragments on Joshua (Cat. 
Margoliouth, I, no. 308^ and 330^^) 2, Judges (no. 330'' 2), 
and perhaps also on Psalms (no. 336'). I have also already 
expressed the conjecture (i2. j&. J., XLI, 307), that the ''h '"i, 
quoted by Ibn Ezra in three passages (Gen. i. 11, long 
commentary, ed. Friedlander, p. 28 ; Ps. vii. 10 and xxxv. 
13), is perhaps ours. 

More important than this commentary is a Book of 
Precepts, nison IBD, composed by Levi, which contains the 
date of composition (Pinsker, p. 90) 397 of the Hegira 
(=1006-7). Fragments of the Arabic original are also 

' The numbers are continued from J. Q. R., XVIII, pp. 209-250. On 
p. 219, 1. 10, instead of 214 read 215, n. 3. — P. 228, 1. 22 iiDBn read YDsn. — 
P. 231, n. I, 1. 2 instead of 242 read 247. — P. 238, 1. 8 firstborns read 
firstfruits.' — P. 243, n. 4 read see above, p. 242, n. 2. 

'■' See on him finally Steinschneider, Die arah. Liter, d. Juden, § 46, also 
my Zur jiid.-arab. Zitter., p. 49, and Jew. Encycl., s. v. (VIII, 33). 

' The first of these two MSS. originally contained Levi's commentary 
on all the earlier prophets, as is evident from the superscription given 
in the Catalogue. 
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extant in the British Museum (Cat., no. 309^and probably also 
no. 308^). A Hebrew translation is at Oxford (Cat. Neub. 
857), Leyden (Cat. Steinschneider, 33), and St. Petersburg 
(Firk. 613, and in the Asiatic Museum, cf. Z. f. H. B., 
X, 0,6), and many passages from it have been communi- 
cated by Schorr (ion D"l5, VIII, ^6), Pinsker (pp. 89-92), 
and Harkavy {Btud. u. Mitt., VIII, i, 132-135). It is 
from this work that the various quotations among the 
later Karaites must be derived, and it is evident from 
them that Levi was inclined to mitigation and was 
also in other respects of a gentle nature ^. Cf. the quotations 
in Hadassi (Eshkol, 187 "<, aoi d, 241 b, and 257 i) ; Aaron b. 
Joseph [Mihhar on Exod., fol. 17 b, and on Lev., fol. 15 b ; he 
calls him both times DK'n UN); Aaron b. Elias {pv P fol. 7 b, 
17 a, i8b, 31 band c, 33 d, 39a, 49 a, 67c, 113a, 114a, 123b 
and c, 148 c [where ns'' p], 163 d, 167 c, 169 a, and 178 b ; 
mm nna, on Exod. fol. 71b and 72 a, and on Num. fol. 26 b) ; 
Elias Bashiatchi {Adderet preface ; K'lnn ^lip pjy c. 5, 14, 
15, 34, and 37 ; KW 'v pref. and c. 4, 7, 12, 17, 19, and 20 ; 
nimi in 'v c. 2, 6 ; niyusyn an 'y pref. and c. 3, 6, and 9 ; 
cnxn rumn 'y c. 5; rwn^rw 'y c. 7, 13; mnm ntooD 'y c. 10, 
19; Wiyn TiD c. 3; DW -no c. i, 5; nnT- 'd c. 2, 3) and 
Caleb Afendopolo (additions to Adderet, hlf^ ncaDB* 'y c. 6, 
13, 15, 17 and 18 ; nona ^sb 'y c. 2 ; nynt '•xb 'y c. 2 and 
6 ; B^nn »Nb 'y c. 3 ; nyiaa* 'y c. 5, 6, 7, and 13). 

Levi did not compose any special work against Saadiah, 
as he expressly states in his " Book of Precepts " (see Stein- 
schneider, Cat. Bodl., 2164, and Pinsker, p. 89): WN3 d«1 
-iB'N \>y[ npnynn i>y ('•)Din''an N'-nyo i'B' ii'n) imwyD b i>y *^3^3B> 
i-iBio -laoi' Titaw nvnpn p vb. Hence he indulges in 
pretty frequent polemics against the Gaon in the book 
mentioned, and touches upon most of the usual points of 
dispute^. He naturally deals most frequently and most 

» Cf. also P. Frankl's article, " Karaiten," in Ersch u. Gruber, II, 33, 
p. 20, n. 56. 

' Besides the excerpts printed, I have also at my disposal copies of many 
passivges from the Oxford MS. 
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circumstantially with the questions referring to the 
calendar, but he only repeats the arguments of his pre- 
decessors. Thus, he too refutes Saadiah's proof of the 
great age of the calendar-system, derived from i Chron. 
xii. 33, almost with the same arguments as Sahl used 
before him and Jeshua after him (^on cna, 1. c, and MS. 
Bodl., fol. 4 a). He likewise tries to invalidate Saadiah's 
assertion, that the observation of the moon cannot have 
been commanded by God as a precept, as its fulfilment 
cannot always be carried out, in consequence of the moon 
not being always visible (MS., fol. 6 b ; in Gan Eden, 
fol. 6 a, cited as n''S)''31 N''E'lp and refuted). He also combats 
Saadiah's view, that vni in Gen. 1. 14 refers to day and 
night (/. Q.i2., XVII, 170), and, with particular violence, the 
Gaon's rather strange intei'pretation, that those passages of 
the Talmud testifying against the validity of the Dehijot 
are to be conceived figuratively (MS., fol. 13 b) ^. In 
another passage again (Pinsker, p. ao ; MS., fol. 18 a), he 
mentions that Saadiah reproachfully asked the Karaites, 
whence they knew that 3*3S means "ripe corn" and not 
the name of the month, just as there is a place a''3N bn 
(Ezra iii. 15). Levi does not name Saadiah here expressly, 
but designates him rather remarkably as one of the modern 
Rabbanites (D^ti'nnn D''J2nn p -io« '•d nSTi); but we know 
from Aaron b. Elias (fol. i6d), that Saadiah is meant by 
this (cf. also Hadassi, Alphab,,i90 D seq., who likewise quotes 

^ Dvn D'lTO d:'« ton D'D'2 nnyion Vidji nnnaio nsp m inx t3u Tiyi . . . 
«nDDina ntiN . . . noD /na «■) orti piionn "» ^vsv: in« nm« i:pn iidn miDon p 
TO« iicsi . . . (see Tos. Sukka, III, 1) [iciDi mi»i in'rnna] namn n« nnn :M> 
mm -]'« narci nis dv nn iS 'ms mn p nsm -jin to sin Vn mo« »3 ^dwdh 
'131 inw 13111) nttsn nmai iS iqw mm mcs^ a"n. All the Karaites attack 
this weak position of Saadiah, which they storm with success, selecting 
their weapons from the Talmudic arsenal, especially Salmon (cap. iv-vi ; 
cf. J. Q. B., X, 371), Hadassi (Alphab. 185), and Aaron b. Ellas {Gan Eden, 
ffiinn lonp 'y, cap. v). Levi also returns to the subject in another passage 
(see Pinsker, p. yp, n. i). Saadiah's contentions in the matter, which 
were hitherto known only from Abraham b. Hija's -wysn lED (ed.Filipowski, 
PP- 59j 60)1 are now partly also accessible in the form of fragments from 
the Gaon's original writings. See J. Q. B., I. c, p. 263. 
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Saadiah only anonymously). In addition to questions of 
calendar-science, Levi also deals particularly -witli the Oral 
Law (MS., fol. 14 a), cites the passage from Jerushalmi 
Berachot (lyoa y^i nwna Tio^na "ions' sini) on the attitude 
towards the differences of the Shammaites and Hillelites 
(Jer. ed. Venice, foL 3 b, 1. 6 from bottom), and mentions 
Saadiah's objection to the application of the method of 
analogy ('•oin^sn "i»N p '•a npnynn [iJrr'nB''' nc^Tini n'>n'\n ^a . , . 
onp'-pn nnN niDnn on D'-man '•a ntj'pnn na nts^y vh nninn ia 
'131 p DrT-niB rwrh pn^ nmnn p onp-'yn ViT ••ai), &c. 

Other points touched on by Levi are : the burning of 
fire on the Sabbath (Pinsker, p. 90), where Saadiah's 
attack upon the proof from Jud. xv. 5, advanced by all 
Kai'aites since Salmon b. Jeroham, is refuted ^ ; the mean- 
ing of naETT mnDiD (see Pinsker, p. 92) ; the enjoyment of 
an embryo (MS,, fol. 80 a), where Saadiah's argument from 
Lev. xxvii. 3 a is controverted anonymously (ION "1B>K1 , . , 

3B>nn ci"'DaB>n nnn laoDa nionan |» ^r\b)1 in mn iaj>^ dn «i»n 
'iai natn p ab O'ljca nh niB'yn jd 'xa : cf. Kaufmann-Oedenk- 
buck, p. 178, n. 3), as well as the enjoyment of the fat tail 
forbidden by the Karaites (rrbn, MS., fol. 88 b). Here also 
Levi disputes the views of Saadiah anonymously, and 
contrary to his usual custom employs an insulting ex- 
pression: (nnan dn o )J? idn mnna uod ^p2& mom nri 
hyb]i a-^nn* bnnv^'' \i^bi a-ipn dn noaon Dty nwi xa-in nnitt 
i'NjttSB'^ ptj'b anh Nip'' iTijNn '•a 'jao xann ijj\s ib'n TTin^ 
'iai; cf. Bashiatchi's Adderet, naTi^ pjy, c. 18 : .tni , . . 

* In this verse the first lyan means " to kindle," and the other " to cause 
to be consumed," because in both the subject is Samson : hence the 
kindling and the maintaining of fire on the Sabbath are forbidden from 
Tiyan mV. Salmon has this argument first (in his polemical work, cap. xii), 
and most of the Karaites i-epeat it (see Hadassi, Alphab. 145 s ; Aaron 
b. Elias' Gan Eden, f. 29 b, &c.). Our Levi especially, who elsewhere 
holds all Karaite arguments for the prohibition of fire-burning on the 
Sabbath as not sound enough, admits the validity of this one alone ; see 
Adderet, jiauj ]o», 18 : i:nD3n w^arro nvMnn toe 'i^ iJ'm nsnn ruu nan ^10 
c'TJD isi'i picauja nnwrt piDBQ H'amB rt'win rtn ni^jJi jn n:n nphTn niDMa 
nop T»i. 
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'131 in^jn '\'>r\n'? 3*inn» . . , N3*in WDjnnn). 

16, Joseph b. Abraham ha-Kohen, known under the 
name of PiNnn (Arab. al-Basir), is the most important 
Karaite philosopher of the older period ^ He was confused 
quite early with Qirqisltni, and was regarded as older 
than the latter ; but it is now established that he belongs 
to the first half of the eleventh century, as he abeady 
disputes with Samuel b. Hofni. Of his numerous philo- 
sophical and religio-legal works, which have only been 
partly preserved, chief consideration is her^e due to his 
" Book of Precepts," nNV3nDsi>N asna (composed 438 of the 
Hegira= 1036/7)^. Al-Basir probably controverts Saadiah 
often here, but so far only a single passage from a com- 
pendium of this work (MS. in St. Petersburg) is known, in 
which the Mekhilta on XII, a a is used against Saadiah 
[and Samuel b. Hofni] to show that the present calendar 
cannot be so old \ One section of the al-Istibsdr on the 
Festivals (d''1j)l»i'N rbapo)* was translated by Tobias b. 
Moses as a separate work under the title D''^jJlDn nsD (also 
MS. in St. Petersburg), and here also, at the very beginning, 
is mentioned that Saadiah's view, that aUN can also signify 
the name of the month (and not ripe corn), has already 
been sufficiently refuted by earlier Karaites : UlNa ^3 J?11 . . . 
NS»n r\m no bv {y2»n enn \>&) inioT nioi inio a^axn isDa 

' See on him Steinschneider, I.e., § 50 (also my Zurjild.-arab. Litter., p. 50 
and Goldziher, E. A J., XLIX, 224). According to Firkowitsch (fuct '3a, 
p. 21) he was not a Kolien. 

' See Ibn al-Hiti (J. Q.B., IX, 434, 1. 2) : nh n";** issanos'^s "p »«? mill . . . 
frh fi:D >B n5n«n. Cf. also Firkowitsch, 1. c, p. 23. One section of the 
ali-Istih^dr on the law of inheritance (MS. Brit. Mus. 2576'; Catalogue, 
vol. II, no. 591') is dated Dhu-1-Qa'da 409 of the Hegira= March, 1019. 
(Another fragment of the al-Basir on the 'Omer, contained in the MS. 
Brit. Mus. 2570, Cat., no. 596, is probably also taken from the al-Istibsar, 
cf. B. A J., LI, 158.) 

' Published by Harkavy, Stud. u. Mitt., Ill, n. 120. Another passage, 
given there also, on Gen. i. 14, is perhaps also directed against Saadiah. 

* This section is cited under this title by al-Baslr in Muhtawi, see 
Frankl, Beiir. z. Ziteraiurgesch. d. Karaer, p. 7. 
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w mr\) b):i mi i»3 nu^ w idx *3 '•lovan iian nira ayi n»B> iniN 
oy «npa li'W o^oan vi'x nm ib'n }» *t Kin itJ^a a^as irii 
1^ K'l (i.e. Samuel b. Hofni) i'Nl»B> -\)Ti '•a inxai mai nih 
'131 iniK Mnmm man b ptin*. 

From the ^ito6 al-Istibsdr must also have come certain, 
chapters that are extant in an Oxford MS. (MS. Heb. f. 12, 
fols. 9b-44b; Supplement to Oat., no. 2789), and from which 
I have already published many things (/.Q. JR.jVIII, 701 seq.). 
This MS. is dated Sivan 5344 (1584), gives the impression of 
a commonplace book, and also contains something by Joseph 
al-Basir, including polemical remarks against Saadiah. In 
the first place (fol. 9 a), there is a piece taken, not direct 
from al-Basir, but from a controversial work of Natan 
[b. Jehuda] against Saadiah ^. Here some of Saadiah's 
proofs for the great age of the calendar-system are refuted, 
e. g., that based on the Talmudic sayings {Bosh ha-Shana, 
19 b): laivD b^bii wto ¥6 i?''^'\ nitjj nitt''» and iioon -nx 
ion hb'wb p'^sb. Then Saadiah's assertion that Vni in Gen. 
i. 14 refers not to the luminaries of heaven but to day and 
night — a point that often recurs in Karaite polemics^. 
Saadiah is further controverted in a section on Daw mriDD 
(fol. 17 a), and especially is his attack on the Karaite 
argument from Josh. v. 11 rebutted*, and his inter- 
pretation of Ezek. xlvi. 12 overthrown. From this verse 
Saadiah wanted to deduce that r\2& can also signify 
Festival, as on Sabbath one may not bring any peace- 
offerings (O^b^), which are here in question (hence miTOD 
n3B>n can also signify " on the morrow of the Festival "). 

^ Cf. this passage also in Pinsker, p. id, who did not recognize who is 
meant here by this Samuel, and therefore deduced false conclusions. 

'■* In this MS. there is another piece given from this Natan b. Judah, 
which I have also (1. c, p. 703) published, only I overlooked the fact that 
this piece [and similarly the passage '131 ■a^w'xh ^^3^ wn nm«o 'n' ids] 
are also quoted in Moses Misoradi's nico niSD (written 1602) : see 
Steinschneider, Cat. lyugd., p. 246. Cf. also below, No. 35. 

' Cf. the text, 1. c, p. 702, with the necessary explanations there. 

* Ben Zuta also did this already ; see Monatssehrift, XLI, 205 seq. 
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Joseph al-Basir replies that one may not bring any private 
offering, either whole burnt-offering or peace-offering, on 
the Festival day also, and that hence naa^n DV3 WV "iwa 
refers most probably to the opening of the gate (see xlvi. i) ^ 
or to bumt-offerings ; but that naty never signifies a 
Festival day. 

Whether al-Baslr controverted Saadiah in his philosophi- 
cal writings too, I do not know. I should only like to 
call attention to the fact, that he too was of a gentle nature 
and inclined to leniency. Thus notably, he successfully 
combated the well-known Rikkub theory in the Karaite 
marriage laws, which made it almost impossible for the 
Karaites to marry among themselves. 

17. Jeshua ta. Jehuda (Arab. Abu-1-Paraj Purqan b. 
'Asad, abbreviated sa) was a pupil of the preceding writer, 
and probably lived in Jerusalem^. According to al-Hiti 
(J. Q. B., IX, 433, 434), he was also a pupil of Levi b. Jefet 
and Abu-1-Faraj Harun. Jeshua developed a very fruitful 
literary activity, and wrote works of exegetic, religio-legal, 
and philosophical character, which we shall deal with in 
order. 

As a Bible exegete Jeshua was very important; hence 
he is mentioned by Ibn Ezra (Introd. to Commentary on 
the Pentateuch) as a representative of Karaite Bible 
exegesis, together with 'An^n, Benjamin al-Nahawendi, and 
ben Mashiah. He composed an Arabic translation of the 
Pentateuch, together with a detailed and a shorter com- 
mentary (the second composed later). I pass over the trans- 
lation (MS. Brit. Mus., Cat., Vol. I, no. 93) which is un- 
important for our purpose, and come first of all to the short 
commentary, the compilation of which, according to Ibn 
al-Hiti, was begun Rabi' 1, 446 of the Hegira (= June, 1054) 



* Jefet already disputes with Saadiah in his Commentary, ad loc, see 
sup)-a, vol. XVIII, p. 233. It is remarkable that Rashi also refers the 
words of the text to the opening of the gate. 

' Cf. on him finally Steinschneider, § 51 (also my Zur jUd.-arab. Litter., 
PP- 50, 51)- 

VOL. XIX. F 
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(l.c.,434, 1. 7 : (sic!) D1S3D -CJ in n^JK '».■<) 'y n-iinijN iiDana nnaxi 
ni»Ni -CDBn i^T niiDi idi i«i«i hjd hiN ym -ihb' '•a TOnai'N nT-n nBa 
inB>N riysD *a Qrhpi'< no3 Piijxn riiD nBaa ['•''iti '•a nioe'). 
A great part of this commentary is at the British Museum \ 
viz. MS. nos. 310-312 (fragments on all five books), 313 
(fragments on n^B>3, )'ir\\ and D''Da2^), 314^-^ (on Exod. xxiv. 
ia-17, and Num. xxxv. 9-34), and 330^" (on part of Num. 
xxxii). In all these MSS. Saadiah is not mentioned, but 
he is in others that doubtless belong to this commentary 
also. They are as follows: MS.no. 315^ (fragments on 
IION, here the detailed commentary, taiDaoi'N "i^DBni'K, 
is also cited), 316 (on Num. xix. 4 — xxiii. 16), 317^"^ 
(fragments on Lev.-Deut. ; here also the detailed com- 
mentary is quoted as NaiDDD^'N -iiDanijN or ii^Jxn^N 
aioaoi'Nj as distinguished from the shorter one, which he 
styles nsnaoi'N xin), and 339^ (on Lev. xxiv. 9-23). Saadiah 
is mentioned several times, firstly in 315^, whether as 
•>Wehii Nnj?D (on xxii. 5, fol. 6 b), or as nn''no^N DNI (on 
xxii. 10, fol. lob, in connexion with Sahl b. Masliah ; xxii. 
II, fol. lib, and xxiii. la, fol. 24a), or then in 317^, 
fol. 59 a (on Lev. xiii. 30). Unfortunately, only the first 
of all these quotations lies before me. Here Saadiah's 
opinion, that f'ltJ' in Lev. xxii. 5 includes also the carcass 
of a beast, because it is said of the latter }''^^?3 ixitj'l (Gen. 
viii. 17), is quoted and refuted. The expression ISIE'I 
proves nothing, as it also occurs in connexion with the 
sons of Noah (ib. ix. 7), though it is impossible that the 
latter could be designated as J'IC. Here Saadiah follows 
the Talmudists, but the latter deduce the prohibition from 
?3 (see Sifrd, ad loc), which is likewise wrong ^. 

' Parts of Jeshua's Commentary are also in MS. in St. Petersburg, see 
Z.A.T.W.,1, 158. 

' To the short commentary belong perhaps also the compendious ex- 
planation of the Decalogue translated by Tobias (Cat. Leyden, 26') ; see 
Steinschneider, 1. c, no. 2. Of the comprehensive commentary the part 
on Leviticus was perhaps in the hands of Hadassi, who designates it 
(Alphab. 33, n) as Siun «ip'i. In any case, we cannot take it to be Jefet's 



KARAITE LHEEARY OPPONENTS OP SAADIAH GAON 67 

Mucli more interesting than the short commentary is the 
detailed one, of which a fragment on Lev. xi. 37-44 has 
likewise been preserved in the British Museum (no. 318^, 
fol. 31-80), and of which I have already edited many pas- 
sages (see J. Q. B., VIII, 683 seq. ; R &. J., XLV, 54 seq.)- 
Here also occurs (fol. 75 b) the date, the 5 Eajab, 443 of the 
Hegira (=Nov. 23, 1050), so that G. Margoliouth's view 
that Jeshua is the author also agrees chronologically, apart 
from various internal grounds 1 (cf. also Harkavy, Btvd. u. 
Mitt, VIII, T, 193, n. i). In this fragment polemics are 
several times indulged iu against Saadiah, whether under 
the name of "•DVai'N or Vybv^ sin (once, fol. 59 a, also as 
DSyno^N Nin, and another time, fol. 59 b, as }ND3Ni>N sin), 
viz. on xi. 37 (fol. ^^ b-36 a ; unfortunately I do not possess 
this passage), 38 (fol. 44a-47 a), 40 (fol. 53 a-60 b), and 43 
(fol. 70 a-77 b). In all these passages there is a discussion 
about the explanation of the veraes in question, hence 
about various questions from the province of the purity 
laws. Jeshua quotes the views of Saadiah from his com- 
mentary on these verses (see fol. 72 b: ""DVaPN "on lpl , . , 
N-in T'oan '-a n^?5^ ix^^ ^"kinIjn >% aoj'- xnyo fiy n^ no 
plDai>N), whereat he abridged the words of the Gaon (see 
fol. 44 a: noab ^b '•ova^s b\p lb -laixa |ni3^n sin lyai , . . 
ppiDai'N pina p^yn'' n» '•a niNiax liiN b'2 ; fol. 46 a : ivnao x-in 
yviD^JN Nin '•a n»Nb ; fol. ^s b : ^n•^^{n5N ^^ nj?3 hvp aii, &c.). 
As the abbreviated statement of Saadiah occupies sufficient 

commentary on Leviticus, nor can Tonz ^S1>« bnart sip^i be regarded as one 
book (so Bacher, Monatsschrift, XL, 122, n. 4), as the toto nsw is a work of 
Tobias (see below No. 27), and Alphab. 98, i is separately mentioned.— 
'rmr^ tnp'i would therefore form an analogy to the «n n*s:«ia soon to be 
mentioned. 

'■ See J. Q. B., XI, 209 seq. Another argument of Margoliouth for the 
authorship of Jeshua, namely, the citing of a finiDD fiSon, is, however, 
of no importance. In the first place, the title of a work is hardly to be 
understood by it, and secondly, that portion of the Leyden MS. 41 ^ in 
which is also cited a nnsin n'j.via (see Steinschneider, Cat. Lugd., p. 172), 
belongs not to Jeshua but to Joseph al-Basir or Tobias. See Prankl, 
Beitr. s. Literatwrgesch. d. Kar&er, p. 7 ; Steinschneider, Hehr. Vbersets., p. 454. 

F a, 
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space, it follows that his detailed commentaiy was used 
here^. The refutation of Jeshua is also fairly circum- 
stantial, but without any passion. He twice quotes the 
explanation of the Sifrd in extenso ^ (fol. 5^ a : ijaiNni 

nna Ne^jni yjun sin nna bwn no . . . ny^an iriaa Dnu, see 
Sifrd, ed. Weiss, fol. 57 a ; then fol. 70 a : bv }'-HB'n ptJ'n ^531 
[yrb] ibN* n^ D''''i?D ••jn no xn . . . D^D''i»3aB' nt? N'-vini' {'nxn 
?3"iN3 ij^aNOn MN, see ibid.), translates and explains it, adds the 
explanation of the Saadiah based on that of the 8ifrd, and 
shows that the Gaon does not follow the Sifrd correctly. 
He likewise reproaches Saadiah with the habit of accusing 
'An^n of ignorance and the lack of insight (fol. 46 b : }oi 
ff?p ''ha naoi'i N^JHsi ■tSd'-i rbba lin tNJsy apyn^ }n in noNB* 
i^s bpvh\f,) ^. In connexion with the explanation of verse 43 
(fol. 75 b), general canons of Bible exegesis are also discussed, 
and Saadiah's principles are combated. But here Jeshua 
already borders on the province of dogmatics. 

' This MS. may thus also contribute to the knowledge of this lost commen- 
tary of Saadiah. I should like to call particular attention to a specially 
interesting passage on v. 40 (fol. 54). Here Saadiah tries to show that rrona 
very often means all beasts, hence birds also. This is the case also in 
Exod. XX. 10, whence it is forbidden to send forth carrier pigeons on the 
Sabbath : ■ nonai -jnosi pas pm i[aii nnx srps 'jipoVs nx'js w^HJ ntood . . . 
nac^H DV aMn3^«a DNan'^s nn»i nmn -pi'n mttd t«to';n hm p I1 t6 ™«1. 

' In both these places the Sifrd is not named, but the opinion contained 
in it is designated as that of the pSiNSH. On the other hand, we read in 
another passage (fol. 73 a) : nmii so fjSnS' ('ovd'^n '«) n;« xrp nSs ine . . . 
yyi* D'jna mm. 

' In another passage (fol. 55 a) Jeshua relates how Saadiah drives to an 
absurdity 'Anan's opinion that a new-born animal causes impurity only 
after its eighth birthday (cf. JB. A J., XLV, 57 seq.), and asserts that the 
founder of Karaism probably misunderstood the words of the Talmudists 
(Sifrd, ad loc. ; Sdbiaih, 136 a), which he thought to turn into the opposite : 
»D rrte li")** >B^ . na yi?:nV» 'c iseni «'5i«3 hsSdi py anin ('ovd'jm 'n) >3n af\ 
TS2 'rtup Dii . . . D«>» fviimri n>to 'san j« '^« d3:» mV tj3:« fin'rra'^N iVi pD n'np 
jiVip' cnmSs sod ton in Min wns »nn tto'jjm nSs ■io«'?n jn aonNi nmi-n3« <» 
p «'2in'; "jNpi in D33?D DN'» fi'jNnn pN n«n« nno« w oSinD n:iDr p s'lnS 
if^ O'ffiin nsiDW p '^N nsp >«5:« Drt:« ote' o'n rrjiDtc. 
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A part of this long commentary of Jeshua consists 
perhaps of the work Nil lY'B'N'na, known only in Hebrew 
translation, the beginning of which (on the pericope 
Bereshit and beginning of Noah) has been preserved in 
a Leyden MS. (no. 41^). In any case, this MS. has more 
the character of philosophical and theological homilies 
on the pericopes mentioned than that of a commentary. 
The philosophic-dogmatic part has been thoroughly 
analysed by Schreiner (Stvdien ilber Jeschna h. Jehuda, 
Berlin, 1900, pp. 35 seq.), and here Saadiah is not men- 
tioned. On the other hand, in those passages in which 
Jeshua treats of the calendar (especially fols. 86-93) the 
Gaon is often controverted. Thus, the Karaite proof for 
the duty of the observation of the moon, from Gen. i. 14, 
is especially treated at length, and then Saadiah's view, 
repeatedly quoted here too, that vni in this verse refers to 
" day and night," is refuted on four grounds (fol. 88 a, b). 
On fol. 89 b, Saadiah's proof for the great age of the 
calendar system, derived from i Chron. xii. ^^, is likewise 
refuted on various grounds (see the text, supra, vol. XVIII, 
p. 247, n. i). In a section on the Molad (fol. 90 a : [l»N dK= ] 
nhoa '»i«n an^ninTi o'-mn ^ani iins n"n -\w) is quoted 
Saadiah's assertion that the permanent calendar comes quite 
near to the Molad, but does not quite agree with it (Di>lN1 
ihron bv nDN3 iwni "ihrn yr\? nya&n ^d ciiuya idn ''Din^an). 
Further, several proofs for the great age of the calendai* are 
quoted anonymously, and combated (foL 91 a). But they 
are all derived from Saadiah, e. g. the proof from i Sam. xx. 1 8 
(n''''N"i blip 13 cyiv cnvn i>jj nnv c'ln nno inain'' nai nnns nsis 
mNn, cf. Oan Eden, fol. 5 c), then the objection why God 
did not expressly command the observation of the moon 
(mina 13 [^=] niXDij 3in n^T rrcii n''3pn unix rm i^NnnriN hjib 
HT-a vs^mn lo i^nsn 'dni '^aa, cf. ibid. 6 a), &c. 

Not less important than as a Bible exegete and dog- 
matic philosopher is Jeshua as a teacher of the law. But 
the only thing preserved is the Hebrew translation of 
a work on incest, nmjjn IBD (MS. in Leyden, Cod. Warner 41^®, 



70 THE JEWISH QUARTERLY REVIEW 

and in St. Petersburg) which, according to Steinschneider, 
probably forms part of a comprehensive work on all the 
precepts, bearing the title 1K'^^ "IBD. It is most likely 
the same work that Jeshua himself quotes in his short 
commentary (MS. Brit. Mus. 2544, Cat., no. 310, fol. 165 a; 
cf. J. Q.R., XI, 197) as (read nviyi'N) ninyi'N '•a ^''xdo^n nxaNij, 
and which Samuel al-Magribi (see Neubauer, Au$ d. Petersb. 
Bibl, p. 114) quotes as nwaNiji'Ni ii^NDDijta '•ddd^'N 'n:>\ In 
this ni^iyn IDD there is quoted a rather long passage from 
Saadiah, perhaps out of his treatise on the same subject 
(see supra, vol, XVIII, p. 315, n. 3, edited by Steinschneider 
in Ci^m'' 1JD in, 76, and partly in Cat. BodL, 2163 ; then by 
MuUer in Saadiah's (Euvres, IX, 171), but without any 
polemics. This passage bears the superscription iriN "lyty 
nm^, and is introduced by the words : nr ins ''b naii 113\ 
O'&in msD }d nmjjn jnnaa ny<&'n b'ni xnyo inis ^»^« n^'N -^)2^b 
w»o p3ni> finj?i "in^i onaia D''JiB'N"in j'ana ynv inrn Disft) nniDNn 
annai N-ip '•o n pwm ab •'db in^ir idin pa'' i6 ib'n^. If 
these words emanate from Jeshua himself (and not from 
the translator) they would show that he also knew how 
to treat his opponents with esteem. In other places also 
Jeshua's mode of expression in his polemics; apart from 
a few exceptions, is free from animosity and personality. 

18. Sahl b. Pa^l al-Tustari (or al-Dustari, Heb. Jashar b. 
Hesed) is a fertile Karaite author, who has hitherto been 
little known. He is quoted, so far as we are at present 

' Cf. on the i-imyrr 'd, Steinschneider, Cat. Lugd., pp. 190 seq. and Die 
arab. Liter, d. Juden, pp. 9a, 93, as well as Schreiner, 1. c, pp. 68 seq. The 
latter has also edited the introduction to the mnyn 'd (after Cod. Leyden) 
as an appendix to his work. Other excerpts have been published by 
Harkavy, Stud. u. Mitt, VIII, i, 90 seq., and a full edition is prepared by 
Markon. The fragment, MS. Brit. Mus. Or. 2497', which, according to 
Margoliouth {J. Q.B., XI, 213 seq. ; Cat. I, no. 314^), should form a part of 
the Arabic original of Jeshua's work, is actually a remnant of Solomon 
ha-Nasi's mny'?« 3«n3. See my ZurjiXd.-arah. Litter., pp. 51 seq. 

2 The excerpt from Saadiah forms the conclusion of such a one from 
another Rabbanite work in Hebrew, which, according to Neubauer 
[Israel. Letterhode, IV, 55 seq.), is taken from the l>n niD^. 
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aware, by Melammed FMil in his Siddur as bii ^D^ )3 1^ 
nnoniJN ntJ^ p, and by the author of the Qyanni D''Nipn p-\bn 
as ion p IK''' (see Monatsschrift, XLI, 189). His period 
cannot easily be determined, but, according to Steinschneider 
{Arab. Lit. d. Juden, § 69 ; also ibid., p. 34a), his place of 
birth (Tustar in Persia)^, and the contents of his works, 
soon to be mentioned, appear to show that he belongs to 
the older Karaites. This is confirmed by the statement of 
al-Hiti, who follows Jashar with Solomon b, Mubarak b. Sagir, 
the author of a lexicon "i''D''''ni>N 'a (MS. in St. Petersburg, 
see Z. A. T. W., 1, 158), and the latter with 'Ali b. Sulejman 
{J.Q.R, IX, 435 : ansv in nass i^yv p ti3d p nD^c y&ba Dii . . . 
■isniiD^N piJN^N 3n^5V nio^E> p ''by ^■'&'?n ah "i*D"ni>N). As the 
last named probably flourished at the beginning of the 
twelfth century ^, Sahl must have written about the middle 
of the eleventh century, and have been a contemporary of 
Jeshua. Of his writings there have been preserved frag- 
ments of a commentary on the Pentateuch in St. Petersburg 
(see Z. A. T. W., 1. c), and extracts of two philosophical 
works — b'^vbn) T>nini>N ^b]) mbnba (Glosses on monotheism 
and justice) and jj^aD^'K lya nd ^a itaonN aNnai? T-nnn^K 
(Critical remodelling of the Metaphysics of Aiistotle) — in a 
Brit. Mus. MS. (Or. 357 a). According to Ibn al-Hiti (1. c.) 
Jashar b. Hesed also composed other works, and wrote 
polemics against Saadiah : ''"Vrwiba 1B'» p ion p -\^ t^'^N^ 
mbsba ubv '•a mbrha axna nh "isaai'N nd^^'n }» fxa liN n"> 
i>N*inpN^N '•a axna nb) s'ir'N ■'Di'-ai'N "hv *ini onj^nsiai orritNa^x *a 

1 Our Jashar b. Hesed is probably also meant by the al-Dustari who is 
cited in an Arabic compilation on Deuteronomy of the year 1351 (see 
below, No. 38, and Semitic Studies in Memory of Dr. Kohut, p. 436, n. 3). 

2 According to Steinschneider (1. c, § 180), Ali hardly lived before the 
middle of the twelfth century. On the other hand, it must be observed 
that in his commentary on the Pentateuch (of which there are fragments on 
Numbers and Deuteronomy in MS. Brit. Mus., Cat., no. 309^), he compiles 
only from Karaite authors of the tenth and eleventh centuries. Hence 
he most probably belongs to theend of the eleventh and beginning of the 
twelfth century. 
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^iiiabii npsb» }» NTifia anai^. At any rate, it cannot be 
clearly ascertained from these words whether the contro- 
versy with Saadiah was contained in n^iriPN 'a or in a 
separate work. Should the former be the case (and perhaps 
the extracts in the British Museum could confirm this), then 
Sahl would have combated Saadiah's philosophical views. 

With Jeshua (and possibly Jashar b. Hesed) there closes 
the specific Arabic period of the older Karaite literature, 
and I therefore here append a few anonymous authors who 
wrote in Arabic, and whose period cannot be determined 
without difiiculty, owing to the fragmentary character of 
the pieces preserved. But they probably all belong to the 
first half of the eleventh century, which does not exclude 
the possibility of many being identical with those already 
mentioned. These anonyma are as follows : 

19. The Geniza-fragment, Saadyana, ed. Schechter, No. X, 
forms a remnant of a Karaite polemic treatise against 
Saadiah (''DVa^N). It deals with the observation of the 
moon and the calculation of the calendar ; and from facts 
that have been handed down in the Talmud (i?os/i ha-Bhanah, 
ai b : lab nw ^yi id>3 bv n^»k vhbno vn^ nI'B' li^pnn) and in the 
Toseffca (ibid., 11, i : ''ana n&'yiD nsDin^N '■a i^Np onjN i?'r\ . . . 
'131 '•Klina), it is shown that they cannot possibly be regarded 
as purely theoretical cases, as Saadiah asserts ^. Similarly, 
the Gaon's well-known statement is combated that the 
observation of the moon was introduced only with the 
advent of Sadok and Boethos, in order to fortify the calcu- 
lation that generally prevailed hitherto. This statement^ 
he declares, has no basis whatever in the writings of the 
Rabbis (fol. i v°, 1. 6 : ana "T-nd ■'S rh b^v^ ^ Sp xyiNS 

^ These titles are difficult to identify exactly, see Steinsohneider, p. 342, 
and on n'l'jn'j.^ and ';«nnw'!« my Zur Jild.-arab. Liiter., pp. 15 and 59 infra. 

'' Saadyana, p. 35, fol. i™, 1. 7 : ii:hi*2Q n:« bijr jo Vip tea' nnsairw rrnti . . . 
•jip' p 'f\p D'\n>oVN nina tea ipe feo JM ^ ^a3 ino nicso n'B bsp' «o }«■) 
fiibsa'a inaiKSs rrin ]«. As a matter of fact, in the discussion of such oases 
Saadiah uses the expression fij'jsao. See J. Q. B., X, 263, 371. 



KARAITE LITEBARY OPPONENTS OF SAADIAH GAON 73 

)^3{<3-ii'« ; fol. 3 r°, 1. 9 : '•s n35^« sin 1)1'' t6 r\ii6 aia naa x'im 
^SN n^ }«'■ )K JjtDa N-in ^^jj? noNi's ]vq nSni piN3ii>N ana T'nd). 

20. A Geniza-fragment in Cambridge, belonging to the 
Taylor-Schechter Collection (Ar. T.-S. 30), six leaves^, 
18x13 cm., contains a remnant of an old Karaite Law- 
book. The book was apparently divided up into sections 
(nsi'KpD), and each section into chapters (^ixa). The 
superscription of such a chapter has been preserved 
(fol. a r" : ispe^n rhn nsi '■^Nyn nSp ''s i^y DCxai'N b'isha 
ejiyn p), and then the following sections are incidentally 
quoted : on the Sabbath (T\2obii n^NpD ; fol. 3 v", 5 v'*), on 
the ripening of spring (a''aN^N ri^Npo, fol. 3 v°), and on [the 
enjoyment of] hens (JWli'N rbapm, fol. 5 v°) \ In addition, 
the author cites his work TiaK'i'N asna (fol. 4 r°), which is 
otherwise also unknown. In another passage (fol. 6 r"), 
'Anin's views (known from another source too) about the 
characteristics of permitted fowls, which differ entirely 
from those given in the Talmud (Hullin, 61 a), is cited. 
Our author states that Saadiah combated this view of 
'An^n, and remarks that the refutation of the Fayyumite is 
directed against him personally, i. e. against the Eabbanite 
characteristics : fbmn nJD nin (i^>JN3it>N rhm '•«) bnn^Nn ]i6^ 
Noa '•DVsi'N nbv ^in ipi . . . , io''^ pt^ n» in instii'N jn 'ip ^a pv 
nr v6 njNi bvshii '•ba vi'y hbi^) piba '■b jn rh)? ini rh '•jyo ah 
ii'N niDJ '•^N yiT" nd n^jn pi'DD^'N nioNijy )ia'> }n. I reserve 
a full consideration of the subject-matter treated of here 
till I have an opportunity of publishing the whole frag- 
ment, but cf. Harkavy, 1. c, 154. 

21. Another fragment of the same collection (so far 
without any press-mark), two small leaves, paper, deals 
with questions of calendar-science, holding that if the 

' There is a gap between leaves 3 and 4. 

^ 'Anan is known to have forbidden their enjoyment, maintaining that 
the hen is identical with the biblical ncan (see Harkavy, Stud, u. Mitt. , 
VIII, I, 145, n. 5). In our fragment (fol. 3 v°) this view of 'AnSn is also 
queted and likewise that of the sectarian M&lik al-Ramli (see ibid.). 
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new moon is invisible through some cause or other, the 
31st day must be adopted as the day of new moon \ The 
unknown Karaite author adduces as examples the cities of 
Tiberias and Ramla^: he must therefore have been a 
Palestinean. He furthermore cites the following argument 
of the Karaites for the above view : Just as even a death- 
sentence follows upon the declaration of witnesses, although 
the certainty is never present that these witnesses have not 
lied, so the 31st day can hold good as the day of New Moon, 
even though it is quite possible this actually occurred 
already on the 30th. He then says that Saadiah tried to 
refute this analogy (mil bapQ n-inx dnv t-j ma 'dvs^n DS?t 
i?ii NJ''i3 Npia rnn pa), and shows that this analogy holds 
true nevertheless {i6 nxynN '•lyia pis Nonju fs ''Wsba m 

23. MS. Bodl. Heb. e 33, fols. 9-18 (Supplement to Cat., 
no. 2631^), contains a fragment of an Arabic commentary 
on Gen. iv and vi, mostly in the form of questions and 
answers. Its Karaite character is evident from the follow- 
ing passage (fol. 13) : □'''•pi f niJ^N DT^JX ip na'-JiD^'N dni N3'>n-ii 
W'^pi t trhvbii ab'^ nb (1. n^xa N»a) n^JNaxNa^ It is well known 
that the duration and the degree of the impurity of a woman 
with child forms a subject of dispute between Rabbanites 
and Karaites^ inasmuch as the latter also forbid any sexual 
intercourse during the thirty-three days after the birth of 
a boy and the sixty-six days after the birth of a girl (see 

' This question is also discussed elsewhere in Karaite literature, most 
fully by Jefet in his Comm. on Oen., VIII, 3 ; see J. Q. B., X, 341. 

* The interesting passage reads as follows, in extenso : ^p Tkh Kn31 . . . 
•fi 'D nkn'^.x njno 's ins jiD'i vavh* nai3>j ijy nnito fino 'b d>j pen' 
f: nnn babwi -a 'D rmno Wn* junS'i dv^n rfjoibs bnt* junS'D m>»3 npV'jw 
nknSMa hvhrh* *'^ jm ton «3'« ^ip3 "jxis bin' ':'Ott!n nvai (Lev. xii. 3) awiD^M 
'D npny nnnto "inNi dv'j« "jM jnpnr J« T^^hi* brw % aj' rriaoa «nv nSi 
'D pnD Dn3>3 D'Sc D3'ffiin »B«nai (Num. xxviii. 11) f: nnn te^Ni '3srt« Dvb» 
n3«i Mini 3«a';N sin. On Bamla see R. A J., XL VIII, 156, n. a. 

' Cf. my Zur jUd.-arab. Litter,, p. 31. 
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the various Karaite views in Aaron b. Elias, Gan Eden, 
fol. 114 b seq. ; cf. also supra, vol. XVIII, p. 'i^^). 

23. Another MS. of the same library (MS. Bodl. Heb. 
d44, fols. 60-3; Supplement to Cat, no. 3524") contains the 
fragment of a commentary on passages from Lev. i. 15- 
xii. 3. This commentary belongs in any case to the older 
period of Karaite literature, as the Karaite author Abu 
SulejmS,n [David] al-Qumisi is quoted here, who is otherwise 
almost quite unknown, and is only mentioned by Jefet besides 
(see J. Q. B., VIII, 681, n. i ; cf. also R. £. J., XLV, 178, 179, 
and Jetv. EncycL, IV, 465) ^. On iii. 9 (fol. 60 b) Saadiah's 
interpretation of the words n'hi^n ui^n is cited and thoroughly 
refuted: in rtbvhv(\ n'-i'Nni laijn n-i^pD nbvs.n n^n nhp b^p ^Di^ai'Ni 

-iNyX NOni B>1JN JIB' QTN w!? |N ijNpl m NDi IDN^'N D>i»l ihrbvi I'J 

The enjoyment of the fat tail is known to be forbidden by 
Karaite law, and Saadiah's explanation, taken from his 
commentary on the passage ^, is mentioned by many other 
Karaites, e. g. by Tobias b. Moses (nom IVIN, MS. Bodl. 290, 
fol. 91 a), Hadassi (Alphab. 2$^, p; Saadiah's name is not 
mentioned here), Jacob Tamllni (Pinsker, p. 87), Aaron b. 
Joseph {Mibliar, fol. 5 b ; here also Saadiah's name is not 
mentioned ; cf. further, infra, Nos. 36 and 46), Aaron b. Eliaa 
[Gan Eden, fol. 96 c ; cf also his Keter Torah, on Leviticus, 
fol. 8 a), and Elias Bashiatchi [Adderet, no>n{i> pjy c. 18: 
here the presentation of reasons and counter-reasons is 
especially the most complete). 

24. MS. Brit. Mus. 2580 2 (Cat. II, no. 587^) contains 
a fragment of an old Karaite Book of Precepts (written 
throughout in Arabic characters). In one passage (fol. 13 a) 
is quoted an objection of Saadiah against 'An^n and 
Benjamin al-Nahawendi with regard to the prescriptions 

* I have published and translated another passage from this eommentaiy 
on X, 19 (fol, 62 a) in J. Q. K., VIII, 695, 696. 

' This follows explicitly from Tobias' words to be mentioned further on. 
In the section in question of the polemical work against Ibn Sfiqaweihi 
(J. Q. R., XVI, 110, III), this explanation is not to be found. 
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about menstruating women, which reads as follows ': 

(i.yii?) UUlls nar (l.c*U>):iUa. U-j j->ji Ul mjj\ ^,1 l/S U>lj ^^t^t^l 
J>c j^" (sjjjj L4JC ^j (Lev. XV. 35) nm: ny xb »Jjs *U^1 
Til nm3 np N^Ja hJ^j i\Ji.\ ^l.^ Jc. The question here dis- 
cussed is that, according to the Talmudists, can D"'D'' in this 
verse mean " three days," and they refer this verse to the 
mib n-ii JUB' Di^ N"'! (see Sifrd, ad loc, and Mdda, 72). But 
'An&n explains the verse thus : if a woman, whether within 
or without the period of menstruation, has a flow of blood 
more than seven days she must then (in contradistinction 
to a menstruating woman) count another seven days after 
her purification, see his words in the original by Harkavy, 
Stud. u. Mitt., Vni, I, 42 : &'»'• nj?3BT2 "'SD xn^n '•x ^as . , . 
D'-an D^D^ nm ait air '2 ncNi aTiai N'^am -ina nyaB> isdd^ '•a-'nc 
(1. ^D^a) ^D ^a ^n^?tt1D ait »^ b nma bv aitn 'a in nnij ny xb 
nnji QiE'o nni3 ny xb dut d''D'' «Dt« Np [«in] nxoti iT'nin nmi 
lynisi' D^an D''r:'' nmj ny Ni»3 ^aa ndn Np mno ^c nyac* ni^ yup 
nyaa' miao nansi Nin d''D' nyatpo ^ata N>rNn "la "oj nm^ ny Ni>ai 
'iai (cf. also Mibhar and jSTe^er 2'ora, ad loc). That Saadiah 
(probably in the Commentary) combats this view of 'An&n, 
we also see from the commentary [of David b. Boaz ?] on 
the passage in question (MS. Brit. Mus. Or. 2495, Cat,, 
no. 306, fol. 181 seq.) : . . . D'-D'' pJSaii'N I^Np Dm D'-O^ ij^pl , , . 
Dnjpi? bb» bi) '<2:h^ p ijip^N Nin |n '•dvs^n ^Npi . . . nxih^ D'-an 
)biip N»a ii!< nnoiiN lya ma nm: nyi i O'-a-i D'-o'' |n im ^^?■'^? 
m:bii (N py }y xan nax D^ysi . . , m:b rrn pae' ov nc'y nnx 
i?ii '•B'a nN^ di) nax pi nat *ni f p -ihaN ai moa n-in. 

25. MS. Brit. Mus. Or. 2573 and 2574 (Cat. II, nos. 589, 
590) contains a work on the differences and agreements in 
the exposition of the laws between Abu 'Ali and Abu-1- 



'■ I owe the eoiiimunication of this passage to the kindness of the 
Eev. G. Mai'goliouth. The Hebrew words aj-e here transcribed in square 
letters. 
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Surri, i. e. between Jefet b. 'Ali and Sahl b. Masliah : 
p Nonjj? ni)bN '•in no^JN i3ni '<bv ''3N \''i'>\ihii r^ no fi^v it's asna 
rri^ xpariN n»i jtixd^n '•s s^i'al'N. Here also, according to 
Margoliouth (Gat., II, p. 180 a), Saadiah is rather often 
cited, but I have not a single passage before me^ 

26. Israel b. Daniel ^, according to Firkowitsch, composed 
in 1062, at the age of twenty-six, a Book of Precepts, 
nison "iSD (Arab, or HebJ), which was preserved in the 
Karaite synagogue in Damascus. He is mentioned without 
any further epithet by Jefet b. Sagir ; on the other hand, 
in an alleged book-list of the synagogue named (see 
Pinsker, p. 174; cf. also p. 94, n. i), he is designated as 
n"'-! bm"] n"33 mMosn pin ba-^^ 'n, and is said to have 

* It should, however, be observed that a leaf of this work, which is 
added to the Catalogue as a facsimile (Plate V), contains a passage that 
seems to have been directed against Saadiah, Here the argument derived 
from I Chron. xii. 33 for the antiquity of the calculation of the calendar 
is combated ; the same argument is cited and refuted by many Karaite 
authors (see above, vol. XVIII, p. 231, n. i), but in the present instance the 
Gaon is not expressly named but referred to as belonging to the "men of 
calculation" (at»Dn')N as^mx). I give the passage here, as far as it is 
contained in the facsimile page of the MS. (fol. 7 a), while adding the 
diacritical points and other signs : — 

Jl ^b=?. y«J Jil4)l ^jlTOj .»U5)I ^J ill dli J^ |J ^yu:J l^^l 

JSl^ll jje cyUx) \y^ *l»jjij| ^\ iSjSi j5j sj Ji)j:u«il| Jk> ^1 it»j 
lloi'ni'N M^^ ^;^ . . . . OJ.s:' ijLil jjlj nJB'Djt jj w. -j,a*« ja U Jc 
jjj.o^l ij^ Jl M XoS l»il ,|jflJl Ijk* ^^jXj ^jl t-cs** (isUjj (jO lilj 

.... '•yni* 

" See on him Steinschneider, Die arab. Liter, cl. Jvden, § 70 (also ibid., 
p. 342)- 
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lived in Hebron. Moses Bashiatchi calls him 'nn }3 i'NlK'^ 't 
(read nriDn) mnon ^nano ■-DDpn i'X^iT '^ai, and quotes Ms Book 
of Precepts under the title nia 'n niVD (Steinschneider, Cat. 
Lwgd., p. 14). He thus regards him as a son of Daniel al- 
Qumisi (who wrote in the ninth century), and assigns his 
domicile to Tustar (where Jashar b. Hesed also had his 
home). But all these statements, especially that of his 
home, are very doubtful, and those of Firkowitsch seem to 
have been specially concocted ^. If Israel b. Daniel 
flourished in the second half of the eleventh century, then 
he might be identical with an Israel b. Daniel al-Ramh, 
who is mentioned in an anti-Karaite work (composed 
or copied 1x12) as a contemporary (see the passage in 
question, J".Q.i2., VIH, 700: 'hti-^bn NTH ^N''JT }3 ^'•NiDN ''i'N . . .). 
At the top of the Firkowitsch MS. (now in St. Petersburg) 
of David b. Abraham al-F4si's Lexicon there are a few 
poems with the superscription ^'Vf \'''''^n iJNlB" '311 'no!', 
which may have been composed by Israel b. Daniel (cf. Pin- 
sker, pp. 174 seq. ; Firkowitsch, ff^^i 03, p. 3, and Harkavy, 
Stud. u. Mitt., Ill, notes 94 and 132). The first of these 
poems is directed against Saadiah, " the erring Fayyumite " 
(''Oirr'an raiBTi), and Samuel b. Hofni ('•Jan ']b'< baiti^), who 
thought to uproot the creed of the Karaites. From the 
clumsy form of the poems we might assume an earlier 
writer ; but it is also possible that they originate from 
Israel ha-Maarabi, who is also called T^in (see further infra, 
No. 37). 

27. Tobias b. Moses, called nsiyn, ''p3n, and also pTiyon, 
" the translator," as his chief impoi-tance consists in his 



* The communication from the catalogue of books in Damascus seems to 
have undergone various changes, for the statements that Israel b. Daniel was 
twenty-six years old at the time the list was made, and that he sojourned 
in Hebron, occur only in the F|iot >:3, p. 4, but not in Pinsker [here 
also there have been added the dates aoa of the Hegira and 745 (of the 
Creation?), which, however, do not agree with the year 1373, Era of 
Contracts]. In Ibn al-Hiti (/. Q. R., IX, 43a, 1. 4 from bottom) it seems that 
we must i-eally read "js'n instead of 'wjt p 7«nffi', see ibid., p. 438, n. i. 
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numerous translations from the Ai-abic of works by co- 
religionists ^. He is said to have been a pupil of Jeshua b. 
Jehuda, and lived in the second half of the eleventh century 
in Constantinople, where the first traces of Karaite literature 
show themselves in his time. Besides the translations, 
which he partly curtailed and revised, Tobias also com- 
piled complete works from earlier authors. For example, 
there is a sort of commentary on the Pentateuch, entitled 
IDHJ nyiN ^, which is compiled chiefly from David b. Boaz 
(N"'t}'3n) and Jefet b. Ali (lDi>»n), and to which Tobias made 
some additions, especially in the form of questions. All 
that has been preserved, in a Bodleian MS. (Cat. Neub. 
ago), is the part on Leviticus i-x, from which I have 
communicated several small and long passages (see /. Q. B., 
VIII, 697 ; R. JS.J., XXXIV, 167, 181 ; XLIV, 186). 

In the IDrw "nvlN Saadiah is controverted pretty often, 
and the name of the Gaon, who is mostly called '•DWBn, 
is accompanied with nasty expressions (cf. Steinschneider, 
Cat. Bodl, ai68), e.g. lyan (MS. fol. 14 b), irn (90b, loi b), 
ybn (loi b), npinn (90 a), nynoni nyinn (91 b), nxon ivjn (90 b, 
93 b), t^NH nr (=i'h^N Nin, 95 b), &c. The questions on 
which Tobias disputes with Saadiah in the portion pre- 
served are naturally such as are connected with explana- 
tions and prescriptions of the Third Book^, but in one 
place (fol. 96 a) there is a controversy especially about the 
Oral Law, where Saadiah's commentary on Exod. xxiv. la 
is cited : niD^nni njwn i^xk km nniN "inTD "itfN HB'iT'ni , . . 
•■^N rhv piDs 'inaa i[n]"i3r ntyxa hnb '»nni D'-mn nao }» anhti 
'131 Dt? nini nnnn (cf. /. Q. R., X, 357, n. 3). The whole of the 
passage is of a personal character throughout, and we read 

1 See on him lastly Steinschneider, Die hebr. Vbersetz., pp. 454 seq., 
940 seq., and Jew. Eneyd., s.v. (XII, 166). 

' That this work extended to the entire Pentateuch I gather from the 
words of Tobias : wm nan:n isix nscn '« siniB -iDon m 'ran3 . . . nma ':n 
'i3i D'3n3 mo. 

' The polemical passages also Tobias doubtless took for the most part 
from his sources, but unfortunately the sources bearing on this particular 
part of Leviticus are not accessible to me. 
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here : "If thou (Saadiah) and thy folio wera maintain that 
Mishna and Talmud were dictated word by word by God to 
Moses, then do I say that thou liest and derdest what is 

manifest (anaii' nruB'i niBai b^i ''^5 Naano nns npc nr ■'3 vt 
'XTi nn Vn onnani b^lijan), as these works contain the dicta 
of individuals and events from the time of the second 
temple and still later." 

In the province of ritual law, Tobias discusses very often 
and very thoroughly two questions especially. In the first 
place, that on the operation of np'^^D (ff. 6 a-7 b and 37 a- 
39 ^) ^ ) according to Saadiah this took place before the 
slaying of the sacrificial bird, and its process does not rest 
upon scriptural demonstrations, but upon continuous state- 
ments of eye-witnesses (fol. 7a: '•3 '•oirr'an nnjJD 'oni . . . 
■'DirY'an nnyo '»ni . . . na^rwn cnip fiiya pan mw ne'jjo np'h'on 
on ^2N 'nan p naia nain nr bv iTin-i ani? pN lain nr iidn 'b^n ■'3 
, . , '131 nB'yon p Dn'-j'-ya ixity no D'''T'JI31 onaDon p npnynn ^-n» ; 
similarly fol. 37 b). Tobias then proves from SifrS, on I, 15 
(fol. 37 b : naron bti }n3n lanpni }nna3 D"'3n3 'ma '»n D'^jain •■3 
'131 Nin [1. jm] p*in psoa mp^d'' ^3'-, see ed. Weiss, fol. 8 d) and 
from Tosefta, Zebahim, cap. VI (ibid. : ^&&n pnaa 'f3N 13 ''3 , . . 
naiy h»D ]i)?m pbv2 n'^ni o^anp naoina nJiB'snn Nn3DD jd, see 
ed. Zuckermandel, p. 489, where our passage is VII, 4), that 
the Talmudists seek a support in the Scriptures for their 
opinion, and that Saadiah deviates from them and contra- 
dicts them. In any case, the argument of the Talmudists 
is also not valid. Tobias also cites on this occasion 
Saadiah's commentary on Leviticus (fol. 38 a : '•Dlir'a nr '»t51 
Nipii naoa )b& imnai i3r ib'n nuanpn ■^pbn p 'an pi^na). 

The second question is that on the enjoyment of the fat 
tail (n''i'N), which forms a constant theme in Karaite 
polemics. Tobias also devotes much space to it (ff. 90 a- 
94 &) 95 ^> ^^^ 99 *~99 b)' Saadiah's reasons and the 
counter-reasons of the Karaites are the same here as in the 

' For the various Karaite opinions on this subject, see the passages 
quoted in R. A J., XL, 196, 197. 
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other sources hitherto known elsewhere (see above, No. 23), 
but expressed much more passionately and often more 
thoroughly. It is interesting to establish that all Saadiah's 
reasons and objections are taken from his commentary on 
Leviticus, and that here also is mentioned the explanation 
of iT-^Nn U^jn mentioned above (fol. 90 a : nxpo > nxpo new 
'cj^N dipDn nta nsaj Nip'-i 'oh unnaa [pitoiSN f-ya =] d"'»in 
iiDN iT^NH '•3 'dn '•3 oni nr wina one'ipn 'spo la^o sna 
nta DJWB'i DB'iaB' rhi^ ijni iDwan 'ds . . . [1. nn^''3N] nn^"'aN 
13^ K^ nD*»n r\'h^r\ la^n mos minn ^a nex'' cni . . . pnan 
la^n 'dnb> nvn^ lan'' onb 'aK* 'tj's-in cja 'a» wdd Dwoij nha'' 
[?]n''*jnoyn Xivcso '^vb , . . I'^i rm naoina nD'on n'htxrn la^n n''i»Nn 
. . . inajjDi B'MN ntj' mx 'ra& loa i"i xb nan'' ••a ^inpr\ '•ana 'jj* 
'131 'JNi nn Di« ; then fol. 95 b: [^h^N Nnn=] B"Nn nt *3 ijni . . . 
}iB>N"in plan jnnaa ciniN nat ib^n nwanpn v^n[»] f^n p^na '« 
'131 '•'p^n 'J nanB'^ nuanpn pi^n iB'sa sip^i 'cia p). Tobias 
also quotes from Saadiah the well-known opinion of 
Meswi al-Okbari, that only the fat of offerings was for- 
bidden, and he spurns in indignant and abusive terms the 
insinuation of the " frivolous Fayyumite " {ybn ^owan nt), as 
if the Karaites also follow the opinion of Meswi (tf. loi b- 
102 a) \ 

Finally, Tobias controverts the following explanations of 
Saadiah of single passages in Leviticus: (i) on ii. i 
(fol. 8 b), on the amount of oil to be used with a meat- 
offering; (a) on ii. 14 (fol. 14 b). The offering of fii'stfruits 
mentioned here is not the obligatory offering of barley- 
sheaves, but a private and free-will offering that everybody 
can bring from the firstfruits of his field products. Tobias 
cites here Saadiah's interpretation, and the refutation in the 
name of Jefet : '^'h dniaa nrots anpn dni ^t no^m na* '»N1 

* Cf. detailed treatment in R. i. J., XXXIV, 164. Saadiah doea not give 
the name of Meswi here, but says : DTno nown -jira vn D'1D3« '3 i»DU)i . . . 
martan nS«i reon 3np> '«»» nonan p a^r ta« ta '3 'on ten' "' '3 'ohi -oTna D'abnn 
'^ 2np' n^n '«;« cNin >3 d'V ttjipona) jnia -jnirr vm }3i nn« nai cna np: 
'131 -yma laSn aip: "ns'n 'ism iids la'ti. 

VOL. XIX. a 
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NM "la 'am annn }di \^r\ p rn» [1. rha^] dni cnnn ynr jd «'n 
nnion nw "la 'onb' '•d i>na niyD 'yon nrai . , ♦ *iai> "ToabN }» xaw 
'ON , . . Q^js 'an nnjon nsf Nvn Ni? ^a . , . nawnn noiyo nsyyn 
'ni 'n iiai* Vif N^ amaan *a lyan ^Dwan jni^ hm ii» i)'! ^Dbnn 
'iai pi'nn m pi»n» rfn «!>.,. nnNi> inoi [ovn] m i>B> 3>ir naa'" *ai. 
Both Karaites overlooked the fact that Saadiah here 
follows the explanation of the Talmudists (see Sifrd, ad loc). 
(3) On iv. 13 (ff. 20, b, 39 a, and 39 b ; in the MS. the leaves 
are here wrongly bound), respecting the question, who is to 
be understood here by the " congregation of Israel," Tobias 
indulges in exclamations against the shepherds, i. e. against 
the leaders of the Kabbanites, who allow what is forbidden 
and forbid what is allowed. (4) On vii. la (fol. 117 b), 
against the assertion that both the shew-bread and the 
loaves brought with a thank-offering and a Nazarite 
offering and the Omer — all belong to meat-offerings. The 
source is here also Saadiah' s commentary on Leviticus : 
'a '•Dinian T-yo Nini i^tj* a^p'') lao 'naa T-am o'ljain 'spu ^a jni 
ini '<t:b& DD aipv it^Ni minn dy aipv ne^ orhn) cjan nrf? 
'131 niwcn JO ton leiyni. 

28. A Karaite compilation on Exodus and Leviticus 
in Hebrew exists in a Leyden MS., (Cod. Warn. 3), 
and is identical with the St. Petersburg MS. (No. 588), 
described by Pinsker (pp. 71 seq.) and Harkavy {Stud. u. 
Mitt., VIII, 1, 136). It doubtless originated in Byzantium, 
because it contains Greek words (see e. g. Pinsker, p. 73, 1. a 
from bottom) ; as date of compilation is given 1030 since the 
destruction of the second temple and 480 of the Hegira, i.e. 
1088 ^. The latest Karaite author mentioned by name is 
Abu Jaqtlb, probably Joseph al-Basir, but the compiler used 

* So rightly in Pinsker, p. 75 : tpti nrn> is D»3Vini . . . D^onN inp nrpinxi 
rruj B'n rva i» nato ')«3!»ib> nutei nnannn jni . . . mw '31 (see also p. 76, 
1. 3). In the Leyden MS. (cf. Cat. Steinschneider, p. 7) erroneously 1000 
and 380, which together does not at all agree (1000 from the Destruction 
B=io68, and 380 of the Hegira =990). Cf. also Geiger, idto isw, IV, a6. 



KAEAITE LITERABY OPPONENTS OF SAADIAH GAON 83 

Jeshua and Tobias also ^. It is also not impossible that the 
above date (and the Greek words too) was simply taken from 
some older source, and thus our compilation is possibly 
of later origin. Saadiah is cited here a few times and 
controverted, and among other well-known questions 
(e. g. on tfN r\2h in Exod. iii. 2, see J. Q. R., XVIII, 
p. 234 ; on the rejection of the ^''n\ see above, J.Q.B., 
XVIII, p. 230) are mentioned also such explanations of 
Saadiah as are not known from other sources, e. g. that 
on Exod. xix. a (see Pinsker, p. 7 a, 1. 4), then that a sin- 
offering must be brought for all involuntaiy transgressions 
for which extermination is threatened (ibid., p. 73, 1. 10 : 
'tti Nin p vhi nxDn mMtya ■Tn'' ma ijnD yrw nan lova nox ••a). 
A Karaite opinion is falsely given as that of Saadiah, 
namely, that it is forbidden to enjoy meat in the Diaspora 
(Pinsker, p. 74, 1. 19; Harkavy, p. 138, 1. 16: nON *»va ]J? 
laiB^B' papn nj? ny /«:« npa 1^2 nJj^aND nuni? bttn^ '?v 3«n 
'131 Dnniay bv Ci''3nan; cf. my remarks in Monatsschrift, 
XXXIX, 443, and pin, II, 96, 97). 

Samuel Pozna^ski. 

* For parallels to Jeshua see Pinsker, pp. 76 seq. (who, however, wrongly 
concluded that Jeshua was the author ; cf. also Steinschneider, Pokm, u. 
apohg. Liter., p. 347). From Tobias, e. g., is taken the passage on np'to 
(P- 73)1 where the compiler has combined conclusions found in two 
widely-separated passages in Tobias (toto nsw, ft 7 a and 37 a). 

' In Pinsker, p. 75, 1. 6 : nnn n*' i:»20"i in taa j'tcpo J'h »3 'tsvD toni 
'i3i mini Dn«i3o, but in the Leyden MS., f. 343 (Steinschneider, p. 8) : 
'iDi nn tea ic'po ':« n nsvo na«i. 
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